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Sit, 



IN a late Letter of yours to the Reverend 
and Learned Dr. Waicrland I meet with 
the following Paflage pag; 3$, 3 p. M 
to the Story it felf (i.e. of Babel, and 
the confufion of Languages) one muft needs 

own it to be a Jl range one 'lis certain it 

has never made any great impreffion on Men 
of Letters, however pious otherwife and religious :■ 
who in tracing the origin and antiquity of the 
fever al Languages 7 feldom think it necejjary to 
run back to Babel, but find the caufe to be ground* 
ed in Rcafon and Nature 5 in the neccfTary 
mutability of human things \ the rife and fall 
of States and Empires 5 change of Modes and 
Cuftoms 5 which necefj'arily introduce a propor- ■' 
tionable change in Language. 'Tis from thefe 
principles* that Men of Learning have in fatt 

A demon* 
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demonflrated the Caufes, and deduc'd the Hifto- 
ry of moft particular Languages from their" 
puree and origin $ not only of thofe which nov> 
obtain* but offmh alfo, as tho* once flourifhing 
are now no longer in common ufe and prattice : 
as the Greek, Latin, Italian, French &c. 

Many both of the Antients and Moderns 
have endeavour d to prove* that the Hebrew 
was the firft and common Language of all, 
till in procefs of time, thro* the influence of the 
caufes above hinted, all other Languages fprang 
out of it, as naturally, as many Shoots from 
the fame Root, many Branches from the fame 
Stock. 

These words, as they feem to lie rather 
in the form of a private and general Hypo- 
thecs, than ofpublick and particular Remarks 
upon the Dr., I chufe to be the fubjed of 
a few Pages, without interpofing in the par- 
ticular Argument and Difpute between you 
and your Adverfary, or prefuming to appear 
profclTedly in Defence of a Perfon, who, I 
doubt not, will prove himfelf perfe&ly qua- 
lified to vindicate the Honour and Autho- 
rity of Scripture, as well as his own Repu- 
tation. 

When I firft read the Paflfage above ci- 
ted in your Letter, I could not but difcern 
immediately the artful deftgn and view of it* 
\ft. To give us a hint of your own advance- 
ment and depth in Literature * idly. To caft 

a tacit 
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a tacit and diftant Rcflc&ion on Divines, for 
their fuppofed fimplicity, and unacquaintance 
with the Nature and Original of Languages. 
3dty, To fuggeft and infinuate, that all Men 
of Letters and underftanding, who have trae'd 
the Origin and Antiquity of Languages, have 
fhewn no regard to the Scripture Hiftory of 
the Babcl-confufion, but proceeded wholly 
upon Reafon and Nature in their Critical En- 
quiries and Dedu&ions about them. 

This laft Article being exprefs'd with an 
extraordinary air of aflurance, and in terms 
very full, bold, and dida&ical, is to me, I 
confefs, matter of furprize and amazement 5 
tho* not of much trouble and uneafinefs. 
I have made it often the bufinefs and diver- 
fion of fome Hours to fearch a little into the 
Origin and Antiquity of Languages* and have 
accordingly confulted, as far as I have been 
able, the Criticks of beft note and chara&er 
upon that fubje&s but I neither have, nor 
can obferve, that the Scripture Story of Ba- 
bel made never any great imf>re(Jion on Men of 
Letter s y but quite the reverfe, as fhall be fhewn 
by and by. Strange this ! that you and I 
ihould fee, think, and conclude fo different- 
ly, upon the fame Men and Things ! But to 
tell you the truth, I am fully perfwaded, that 
you have not examin'd fo far into thefe mat- 
ters, as the nature of the thing and fuch po- 
fftiye affertions might require : and I flatter 

A a my 



my felf with hopes of proving it clearly to 
you, and your readers, before I have done. 
You have evidently touched but (lightly oa 
the learned difcoverics of modern Criticks, 
and, not considering with a proper attentioa 
either the end or ufe of them, have unhap- 
pily fallen into fuch a miftake, as would mor- 
tify a Scholar to be publifhed by any onc ? 
much more by himfelf. 

You tell me that this Story of Babel ha? 
never made any great impreffion on Men of 
Letters who have tracd the Origin and Anti- 
quity of Languages. This I muft affirm to have 
not the lead Ground, Reafon y or Colour of 
Reafon. Pad and Experience are as ftrong 
againft you, as they can be againft any Para- 
dox or Hallucination whatever. Many Wri- 
ters have collc&ed with great care and curio- 
sity the opinions and judgments of the Learn- 
ed on the Babel-confufion of Tongues : the 
chief of which are Buxtorf*, Pererius\ Duret% 
Up. Wzlton&i and Morin* : not one of all thefe 
mention any fingle Chriftian Author that e- 
ver difputcd the Authority of the Sacred Text, 
but only recount the many and different In- 
terpretations of it. This is evidence alone 
beyond ail exception> that Men of Letters 

a Buxtorfius Fil.Diflertat. Philolog. i. b PererjusLib. 16". 
in Genefin. c L'Hifloire des Langues, Cap. 2, 3. 

d Walton. Prolcg. in Polyglot. 1. e Stephanus Morin. Ex- 
crcit. de Ling, Prim, ejufque Appcndic. Part. i«Cajp t ;8» 

who 
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who had trued the Origin of Languages, had 
yecciv'd no fmall mprej/wn from the Scripture 
Story of Babel. But perhaps you would wUh 
to hear more cxprefs and particular Declara- 
tions againft you. Take this from Buxtorfi 
{ Philofophers and feme others, unacquainted with 
Hi ft ory and Scripture, have attributed this va- 
riety (of Languages) to Nature. Divines* 

following the Authority of Mofcs, refer the 6- 
rigin of the multitude of Languages to Cody and 
make him the Author of it: For thus he (Mo- 
ies) writes of this matter Genef. n. v. 6, 7* 
8, 9. The Lord faid &c. And in this moft 
are agreed. But as to the manner and form of 
the Confufion how it was effected they are di~ 
yided in their opinions. 

So Bp. Walton, another judicious Criticfc 
in this part of Lcarping. s / muji now in the! 

next 

f Philofbphi & alii nonnulli, Hiftoriae 8c rerum Sacrarum im-. 
periti, Naturae hanc varictatcm adferipse're. ■ Thcologu 

Au&oritatein Mofis fecuti, ad Deum optimum Max. multitudif 
nis linguarum originem referunt, Illumquc ejus Authorem ta^ 
ciunt. Sic enim nie Mc de re fcribit Genef. 1 1. v. 6, 7, 8, 9. 
Dixit riVT Deminus 8cc. Quibus verbis diferte Deo hujus 
rei caufa adferibitur. Et in hoc quidem confentiunt 8c convex 
niunt pleriqut. Attamea in modo efficieidi, 8c forma 1 hujus 
confuiionis defcribend3, variant fententiis. 

g Froleg. i. $. 7. Cbnfufio linguarum quo Authore, 8c quo* 
modo fa&a fit, proximo loco inquirendum. Ab ipfis ho mini- 
bus fuiflc nemo facile* crediderit. — — Solus Creator qui unita- 
tern lingux primus dedit, earn routarc 8c tollere potcft. ■• 

Reftet itaque Confufionem a folo Deo induftam fuifle. Sic e- 
nim diferte docet textus. Gen. 11. 9. Dominus confudit Ubm 
eorum : cumque fubito 8c quafi momento fa&a fit hxc uniiw 
lingux in plures divifio, 8c varietas tanta in animis hominum 

intro- 
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pext place enquire by whom and in what manner 
$he confufion of Tongues happened. That it was 
§wing to any human means no body would eafily 
be fcrfuaded. The Creator alone, who at firft 
gave the unity of Language, can change andde- 
firoy it. It remains therefore that the Confufion 
was introduced by God alone. For thus the Text 
fxprefsly teaches us Gen. 1 1. 9. The Lord con- 
founded their Language. And as this divifion 
if one Language into many was effe filed on a 
jfudden and as it were inftantaneoujly, and fa 
great a variety infufed into the minds of Men, 
it could not proceed from any other caufe, .bud 
Him with whom to will and to do are the fame 5 
and He that conferred, by immediate infpiration* 
upon Men even unlearned and illiterate the gift 
*f Tongues, the greatejl almoft of all Miracles, 
(He it was that) effected the (cxtraordmary) 
$frange at Babel by a Power evidently Divine. 

Before him the great Bochart had ex- 
prefs'd the fame thing. h The Confufion of Tongues 
Cod alone introduced ■ The fame Babylon, 

where other Languages had their Birth, was al- 

introdu&a fit, proficifci aliunde non poterat ■ quam ab eo 
cui velle & facere idem eft : quique donum linguarum (miracu- 
lorum omnium fere maximum) hominibus etiam indo£is im- 
mediate contulit, banc mutationem Babylonicam virtute plana 
divina 1 effecit. 

h Geograpb. Sacr* Lib. i. Cap. iy. Confufioncm Linguarum 
fblus invcxit Deus.— — Eadem Babylon, ubi caeterae linguae 
ixatx funt, fern per Hebraicae fuit faralis, femel in confufionc 
Hnguarum, & rurfus cum Judaei ibi captivi patrium fermonen* 
dedidkerunt. 

ways 



& E M A k K & 7 

•ways fatal to the Hebrew* once in the Confufion 
of Tongues, and a fecond time when the Jews h* 
their Captivity there 7 forgot the Language of their 
own Country. 

Gerard VoJJius likcwife. 3 We learn from the 
Divine Moles* that upon the divifion of tht 
Wbrldiwhich was made in the days of Hcber, aj£ 
ter the Confufion of Languages* the Eajl fell 
to the Portion of Shcm'j Pqfierity 5 &c. He has 
intimated the fame in another part of his 
Works K 

Jofeph Scaliger indeed has but hinted as 
much in his z+id Epiftle, to Richard Thomf- 
fon, as alfo his Father Julius Otfar Scaliger 1 } 
but however I am very furc you will find ic 
exceeding difficult to prove that either o£ 
them ever exprefs'd any doubt concerning 
the Text in difpute. 

i Prtf. ad tib. it Vit. Sefm. Ex divino Mofe cognbfcimus. 
in diviiione mundi, quae poft confufionem Lmguarum tempori- 
hus Heberi fa&a eft, Orientem obvenifle pofteris Semi» Meri- 
diem iis, qui a Chamo defcendifleuti Septentrionem & Occi- 
dentem gencri Japheti. 

k De GrammaticalAb. i. cap. 9. fcribit (Stmplicms Comment. 
46. in jir'iftoteL 2. de coelo) Callifthcnem Ariftotelif rogatu mi- 
iifle in Gneciam obfervationes Chaldacorum ab annis 1903 ant* 
tempora Alexandri. Id fuerit annis cirdter ducentis ante na- 
tum Abrahamum , paulo ante ftrutturam turris Babylonic*. 
Nempe nihil prohibct,- quo minus in terni Sennaar Uteris & A- 
ftrologiae vacarent, priufquam de turri e4 cogitaretur, vel locui 
it Babelis nomen accepiflet, 

1 Exercitat. adv. Cardanum p. 25*9. Puer ego ab Hebrseis ao 
ccpi tot (fexag'mta fc. & duas) efle linguaruro differentia*, lit 
quas vox, unius antea modi, z&minficam Mam tnrr.m fadfca eflet 

To 
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To thefc I have added in the Margin 2)** 
rr/ m , Daniel Hcinfim^ SeMet* , Huetiu$v y tfL 

m Threfor des Lang. Cap. 3. Le grande & admirable Pro* 
phete Moyfe apres avoir dcfcrit en ion hiftoire du Genefe ch. 
\o. fort particuliesemcnt les generations des enfens de Noe 8c 
la divilion des llks, des Nations par leurs regions un chacuaj 
cn fa languc* felon leurs enfans & families entrc leurs gens, 
efevit au ch. 11. enfiiivant ce que s'enfait. Alors toute la terrrf 
tmiverlelle eftott 4'un mefme laugage fc parole, fcadvint comma 
2s fe departircnt d'Orient qu'ils trouverenc une campagneen la 
terre de Scmiaar, & y habiterent, & dirent Tun a Tautre, or 5* 
fufons des bricques & les cuifbns au feu. Si eurent dts briqucs 
au lieu de picrres, 6c de l'argile au lieu de ciment, puis dirent 
editions nous une tour, de laquelle le Sommet (bit juiques au 
Ciel, faifons que nous ayons rcnommee, antique paradvanture ne 
foyons difperfefc fur toute la terre* adonc le Seigneur defcendtt 
pour voir la dite tour qu'edifioyent les fils des hommes. And A 
Btth lv0tr. Le» Hebrieux efcrivent que 1* mot Babel eft de- 
rive de la racine 772 Balal qui figoifie confondre & brouiilerj 
k quel mot rut donne* 8c impose a la tour bailie par Nembrod* 
appellee par les feptente deux interprctes Grecs en leur verfiod 
Grecque a^yuvm confufion, a caufc qu'en icelle leSeigneur Dieu> 
confondit la premiere langue du Monde, ainfi qu'il eft con fir me 
en FEcriture Sainte Gen. 11. 

n Prolegom. ad Ariftarckum Sac. p. 6j6. Ut Linguae olim 
ad dtfetrdtam fomamaue coeltrus Uvefisi poftea a S. Spiritu in 
ufum veritatis- ac concordix fan&ificatx funt, ita poft banc vi- 
tam ea commendabitur pras relkjuis quae Creatorem fuum optU 
ni& laudabit. Quia ibi neque Babel erit, propter unanimitatemi 
neque multis variifque opus erit Unguis, quia unus erit populua 
uoufque omnium ac idem Deus, 

o Proltgom. ad Deos Syr. dp. 2. Babylouiorum, AfTrriorum, 
& Araraacorum primo Ebraeum Sermonem fuiflc palam eft ex- 
ec, quod ante Ungnarum Divifionem, eorum regiones incolc- 
rent, qui unius, .ut Serif tura ait, labii erant. 

p Demenft. Evangel. Profof. 4. Cap, 13. Probabilior hxc eft 
fententia, 6c Do&orum Hominum ac fandorum etiam Patrum 
aliquot confenfu rcceptiftima, linguam Hebraicam mundo ipti. 
coaevam eflc, & Adami, priorumque Patriarcharum ufu conce- 
lebratam, poft Babdicam lingnarum divifionem, in Semi ac de- 
lude Eberi familial integrum ad Abrahamum ufquc, 8c Ifraeliti* 
cam gentem perfevcrdfle. 
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tringa% Perizdhms T i Morm r , and Dr. Wooton*, 
all concurring in the fatoc Sentiments, all 
Men of Letters and tracers of Languages. 

I will cite but one Writer more on this 
point; and -that is Attguftin Calmet, the very 
Pcrfon you refer to in your Margin. I havd 
liot indesed feen as yet the particular Piece 
which you quote of him; but, unlefs thd 
Learned Benedictine can be guilty of grofisi 
inebnfifteticy, 1 may venture to vouch hint 
in favour of my (elf, and oppofition to you. 
In his Scripture EH&ionary, under the word 
Babel, he fpeaks thus. Babel y ou Babylone. 
Ce TeriHe Jignifie confnfion $ & on donna ce notii 

q Obfervat. S*r. Lib. 1. Cap. i. 8c paflim. 

r Origin. Babylon. Gap. 8. Moles—- hac Hiftoru Sutra laci- 
nte non tarn id cgit, ut cxponeret Babelis Originem, quam ut 
traierct Rationem & Caufara, per quam Noachidce, quum fu- 
iflent antea ut necefliim erat corjjuti£H Lingud, habiraridnc, gc 
unius Pdjpuli Forma 1 , fcparati ab fe inviccm Sc dti'perii in diver- 
fa terrarum abierinr, atque ita evaferint dein etiam Lingua 8c 
Socicratisjurc difcreti.— — — — Verum hare ipfa. laeinia, quae 
c&ccroqui fie fain UquUa videtur, abfque una* & altera fo;et 
dilrkultarc, de quibus ex profeflb agemus, variis tamen inter- 
pretationibus, in contraria fa?pe difcedentibus, & compares ret 
geftas circumftantias quas Scriptura S. ignorat, riec defidcrat tedi 
refpuit, coramifcentibus, hon parum iniuper obfeuratur. Vid. 
et. Cap: 9. & 13. 

f Extrcitat. de Ling. Cap. 8. Receptam ab antiquis & re* 
cent lor ibus au&oribus dc Linguarum multiplk -atione in Campis 
BabylotUeii amplccHimur, atquc cxiftimamus ex propriis facri 
Codicis verbis eyideht&r flueic, Labium five fermon em mum & 
e,adem verba adhuc obtinuiflc in toto terrarum Orbe, cum turn's- 
Babylonicac infanum opus aggrefli funt Homines, uc pat it ' 
Oenef. 11, 1. 

i Dijfertat, de Confuf ting, paflim. 
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h la ville & h la province de Babylone, par cC 
qua la conftru&ion de la tour dc Babel, Dieu 
confondit la langue des hommes qui travail- 
loient a cet edifice 5 en forte qu'ils ne pou- 
voient plus s'entcndrc. On debite diver fes con* 
jeftures fur la maniere dont s'ejt fait la confu- 
fion des langages a Babel, qui ne font point de 

nbtre fujet. - L'Ecriture dit fimplement que 

les Hommes et ant partis de I' Orient* & etant ve- 
nus dans la terre de Sennaar, fe dirent les uns 
aux autre s : Faifons nous une ville & une toun 
dont le fommet seleve jufquau del, & tendons 
notre nom celebre, avant que nous foiyons dif- 
per fez, dans toute la terre. Or le Seigneur vo* 
yant quits avoient commence cet ouvrage, & 
quils etoient refolus de ne le pas quitter* quits 
ne I'euJJeni acheve: defcendit & confondit 
leur langage ; en forte quils furent tontraints 
de fe difperfer far toute la terre, & daban- 
donner leur Entreprife. And under the word 
Langue. Les profanes, qui n'ont pas en connoif 
fance des Livres faints, ni de VH'floire de la Cre- 
ation du Monde, fe font imaginez que les hommes 
ay ant ete produit an hafard en deferens endroits 
du Monde, & etant fortis de la terre, de 
meme que Us autres arimaux, etoient dabord 
fans langage dr fans connoif ances 5 que pre~ 
mierement la necejjite, & enfuite hiiititc leur 
fir en t invent er certain fons & certains termes, 
pour texplique? & pour fe fnire entendre les uns 
aux autres 5 que de la fe formerent les Langues, 
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qui font fi differentes entre elles, farce qu elles 
ont ete inventees separqnent, & J a ™ q ue c ^ ux 
qui en font les premiers autettrs, ayent eu aucune 
Itaifon, ni aucun commerce les uns avec les autre s. 
Mais la f onnoiflfancc que nous avons dc lori- 
ginc dc l'homme, ne nous permct pas de 
doutcr que Dieu que crea Adam perfait, nc 
lui ait donne un langage, peur exprimcr fes 

pensees & fes fentimens. Ses enfans & 

fes fuccejfeurs parUrent apparement le meme Ian- 
gage jujquau deluge, & aepuis le deluge , jufqu 
a J a confufion arrivee i Babel. 

What think you now of your Men of 
Letters and tracers of Languages? Do they all 
fecm to refer the variety of them wholly to 
Reafon and Nature, to the rife and fall of States 
and Empires, change of Modes and Cufloms* 
without any fort of Divine lnrcrpofition? 
Do they fneer the Scripture Hiftory of BakeU 
and the fimplicity and ignorance of thofc 
who believe it? Or can you produce in de- 
fenfe of your felf any abler Criticks, of lii- 
periour Genius, Abilities, Induftry, and Ap- 
plication > I am very well affurd, you nei- 
ther will nor can. 

Well! but, fay you, is it not certain, 
that Men of Learning have in fact demonflrated 
the CaufeSy and deducd the Hiftory of moft parti~ 
cular languages from their fource and Origin not 
only of thofe which now obtain* but of fuch al- 
fo, as tho once ftouriJbing t are now no longer in 
B 2 common 
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common ufe and prattice, as the Greek, Latin t 
Italian, French (frci 

Have not many both of the Antients and 
Moderns endeavour d to prove, that the Hebrew 
was the firft and common language of all till in 
procefs of time, thro' the influence of the Caufes 
above hinted at, all other Languages fprang out 
of it, as naturally, as many Shoots from the forge 
Root, many Branches from the fame Stock? 
Very little truth in all this 5 and fuppofing 
the whole to be true, no impeachment a$ 
yet againft Mofes, no incredibility in the Ba- 
bcl-Confufion. 

But, have A fen of Letters in tracing 
the Origin and Antiquity of the feveral Lan- 
guages thought it nccejfary to run back to Bo- 
belt No truly. If they had, they muft 
have forfeited all their title to Critique, and 
defcrv'd the ridicule and cenfure of all Man- 
kind. This may feem to you perhaps and 
to frccthinking dabblers in Learning nothing 
lefs than Myflcry and Paradox. But I'll give 
you a clear and diftind explication of it in 
the following Pages, and (hew you* what a 
wretched mafs of Errour, and Confufion lies 
in the Queries abovecited, 

0<pg£. (Jia tZ (Bins % /ih ©aoy *$ $ ofcjg^. 
You ask ifit, whether Men of Learning 
have not deducd to a Demonftrapon moft of 
the particular Languages both dead and living 
from their fource apd Origin. This is all per- 
plexity, 
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plexuy, ambiguity, and artifice. I anfwav 
Many of the living they haw?, but moft of 
the dead they havs nor, and Jfcv cvjer pre- 
tended fo it, and none have performed k (9 
aoy t okrable degree of fuccefs and fatisfe&ion. 
And I farther afliirs y.ou, that whatever Dis- 
coveries they have made in Language, the 
Mofaick Hiftory wiil not, cannot fuffcr any 
real prejudice from them. To coxae to par- 
ticulars. 

You* iaftance Jfirft in the Gzetk, as a Lan* 
guage tracd by Itfeu of Learning to its fount 
and Origin. Pray, what kind of fource and 
Origin do you mean? Its literal or natural, 
its graphical or idiomatical? As to the latter, 
that was never fo much as attempted or 
thought of, as far as I ever heard, by Mcn\ 
of Learning 5 and the firft is no manner of 
help to your fide of the Queflion. This re- 
quires much Enlargement and Illuftration. 

I grant it therefore to be (hewn beyond 
all difpute, by great numbers of Authors 
$ Antienr and w Modern, that Cadmus intro- 

u Herodotus Lib. j. Tinnon, ap. Var. Critias ap. Athen. Lib. 

I. PJin. Li|b. 7. Cap. 77. Jpftyi. Mart, in Pararn. Tacit. AnnaU 

II. C!cm. Alcxand. Stromat. Lib. 1. Irenxus adv. Haercf. Lib. 
i. Cap. 12. J. 4. Eufcb. Prasp. Evang. Lib. 10. Cap. f. Mariiw 
Vi&orinus Grarprnat. Lib. 1. 

w Scaliger in Eufeb.DigrcfT. Ionic. Lit. p. 101. & Epift.24.2. 
ad Richarc|. Thompibnum. ppjflr.j6i.ad Stephanum Ubertum. 
Voffius deGranamat. Lib. 1. Gap. 10. Grot, in Not. ad Lib. 
1. V<y\ (?hri$. Rd. §. 15-. Eiechiel. Spanhejtn. Prjeftant. & Uf. 
Numifm. Antiq. Lib. 2. Cap. 2/ Montfaukpn. Palatograph. 
Graec. Lib. l.Cap. 1. Bochart. de Colon. Pbccnic. Lib. j. Cap. io # 

due'd 
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duc'd letters firft into Greece from Phoenicia, 
in number fixteen , and in the old Hebrew 
or Phoenician Chara&er, about the time that 
Gthonicl* was Judge among the Jews, many 
Years before the Trojan War. I allow that 
four were afterwards added to the firft fixteen 
by Palamedes* and four more to thofe many 
Ages later by the Poet Simonides. But what 
then? Will you fay that the Greek Language 
has been tracd up to its Origin ? Can you not 
diftinguifh between Letters and Language? 
Did ever any Man of Learning fuppofe that 
the Nature, ldiom y and Form of the Greek 
Tongue took its rife and date from the Greek 
letters ? Childifli ! What do you imagine 
might be the Language in Greece before Cad- 
mus introduced his Phoenician Letters, during 
the fpace of feveral hundred Years, from Ja- 
vm the Son otjaphct, (from whom the Iao^y 
or lam certainly took their name and Ori- 
gin) to Othoniel Judge among the Jews ? 
Undoubtedly Greek, the fa^ie in General 
and Subftance with that which was fpokc 
and wrote after Cadmuss Letters. Unlcfs 
you will reply that Language depends upon 

Walton. Prokgom. 2. §. 6, 9. Steph. Morinus dc Unguis Part. 
t. Cap. 4. Edm. Chiihul. ad Infcription. Sigeam. 

X Vofllus ibid. 

y Eufebius in Chron. Grxc. p. 11. law**, i£ £ Ea>£a>*$ $$ el 
Iawc. Jofeph. Antiq. Lib. 1. Cap. 6". Ay* lav*** \mU k, *-«»- 
*r« EAAijrt*. Hieron. Tradit. Hebraicae in Gen. J a van, Iones, 
qui & Graeci, iindc marc Ionium. Grot. Annot. ad Lib. 1. Vqr. 
Rel. Ghrift. Bochart. Gcogr. Sac. Lib. 3 . Cap. 3 . ' 

• Letters, 
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Letters, and where there are no Letters, there 
the Human Species muft be mute, or at leaft 
without any articulate Sounds and Difcourfc. 
I'll clear this matter up by an eminent In- 
fiance. We learn from Socrates z % VoJJms*, 
Morin h and others c , that the Gtthick Nation, 
or at leaft the greateft part of it were with- 
out any Letters, till the Year of Chrift 3^0, 
and then were firft taught them by Ulphilas 
or Gulphilas a Chriftian Bifhop. Now would 
any one venture to affert, that becaufe wc 
have trae'd the Origin of the Gothick Letters* 
wc have therefore found the Origin of the 
Gothick Language? Certainly not. And 
hence if is, that Learned Men, tho* they have 
fix'd the Origin of the Gothick Letters, are yet 
fo little agreed and fatisfied concerning the 
Origin and Nature of. the Language. £>uant 
a leur Jangue, il ne sen trouve point de mar- 
ques, dont on peuft ifturement parler. Duret. 
p. 863 d . You may how by this time eafily 
perceive how little /Truth, Scnce, and Sig- 
nificancy there is in ryour Hiftories, Sources* 
and Origins of the fever al Languages , efpe- 
cially at prefent with regard to the Greek. 
The leaft acquaintance with Critique and Phi> 

z Lib. 4. Cap. 27. a Voflius de Grammat. Lib. 1. Cap. 9. 

b Stephanus Morin. de Linguis. Part. 2. Cap. 2. 

c Verfus Vet. ap;. Pet. Crimtum. Mabillon. de Re. Diplom. 
Lib. 1. Cap. 11. Se£fc. 2. 

6 Vid. ct. Jofeph. Scaliger. de Linguis Europx. Gefner. 
Mkhridati p. 47. & Wafer" ia Not. p. 109, 

lology 
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lelogy will fhcw you your crroiin and thi 
ferae Learned Men whom you ufherin with 
ft> much Pomp, Triumph* and Solemnity, 
will upoft a diligent and prudent examination 
immediately correft your niifapprehenfidrii 
and readily difown the mighty DifcuvetWs 
yon compliment thctxt with. But I havi 
ftili ffetocthing farther tti obferve upon tht 
Greek Lahguage. 

You tell me, that all Languages whaf* 
ever* as many Antients and Moderns batre eti* 
dcaveuf'd to ftovt* did originally fpritig out 
of the Hebrety as natutaUy as titany Shtoofs 
fro& thz fame Root. Hcrfc again, you tafefe 
jheltcr in fallacy, and wrap your fclf up irk 
ambiguity; For pray, what fbrt of Idea would 
yfcu plcafc to annex to the Word, fitting. \i 
is capable df no lefs than three widely diffe- 
rent meanings. tfi i It may fignify only* that 
the Hebrew was the fitft Language that ever 
appear'd in the World after the Creation*. 
If this is ail thatt you niean, it is a very weak 
and inconclufive Argument agairtft tht Story 
of Babel, bccaiife the fame Learned ft4«h who 
attribute that Honour and Prerogative to the 
HcMcw Language, have neverthclefs recdv'd 
with all fubmiffion and reverence the Scrip- 
ture Hiftory of the Confufiori, as you will 
find: in Buxtorf, Bochart, Walton, and Morin 
in the places abovecited. A fecorid meany 
ing of the word firing may be, that from 

rite 
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the Hebrew, Letter* were firft dcriv'd into other 
languages, and thus may be ftil'd, with a 
little imprqpripty the Mother of other Lan- 
guages. In this fence indeed I may allow 
that the Gr$ek fprang frojp the Hebrew-, 
)p\xt without the lead: difadyantage to my 
fqlf or gain to ypp. The yd and laft mean* 
Ing o£ the wp£d xpay be. that all other Lan- 
guage tyring from the Hebrew^ as fo many 
Pialcfts of ir> varying and diverftfied accord* 
ing to Time and other Accidents, but conti- 
nuing in Genewl flfid Subftance the fame with 
the pother Tongue This I take to be your 
ireal Sepfc, as carrying feemin^ly the mofl: 
^luthority againft the Story of BabeL No\jf 
$s in the ofhcjr two meanings, 1 have before 
Jhewn your Cpufequence to be falfe and illo- 
jgj£&.fo here in this laft, I will prove your 
yr.entfies and Matter of Fad to be nothing, 
bctte* than Air and FidiOfi. I am only 
^cpaceirn'd at prdetjtfor the Greek Language j 
tfie others I (hall venture to touch upon af- 
terwards. You tell me, the Greek is original* 
}y only a Dialed of the Hebrew. \ would 
^defire to know, upon what Authority? Ex- 
peritrjcqtal Knowledge of them both ? Im- 
poffitye ! There is no Similitude in the two 
Languages, that can give any ground or 
Countenance to fuch a notion* Every part 
of Speech throughout the Grammars, from 
kom to the minutcft ^article, is a clear and 

G . irre* 
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fragable Argument againft it. Have th^ 
Greeks any affixes or prefixes, prdformames or 
ejformantes, Letters Radical and fervile, words 
Heemantick, caftrations of Vowels &c. Has the 
Hebrew on the other fide any Cafes and de- 
clenfions in Nouns 5 -any Aorifts, Futures 1 and 
2, paulo poft Fututums* fuch a Variety df 
j/0o6, as the Greek? Add to this, that the 
whole Turn, Idiom, and Phrafeology of the 
Greek is totally different from that of the 
Hebrew. The only Refemblaincc that I cart 
perceive between them, is in the Alphabet? 
but as the Caufe of it is known to every 
Scholar, the Queftion will not in the leaft 
be affc&ed by it. But ill Languages that arc 
really and truly nothing but Diale&s of the 
Hebrew, the Cafe is quire otherwlfe. Sjriaci 
and Chaldee bear a Similitude to the Hebrew, 
in almoft every -particular of Grammar and 
Phrafeology ' 5 and from hence it was that 
Lucas Brugenfts pronoune'd them fo eafy to 
be learnt b after the Hebrew. You Will anfwer 
perhaps, that many Hebrew words appear in 
the Greek Language with a fmall variatiori. 
1 grant it, and could fhew it in a great num- 
ber of Inftanccs. But you cannot conclude 
with any juftnefs from thence, that Greek is 
only a Dialed of Hebrew. The Tcutonick has 
deriv'd abundance of Words from the Perjian> 

a Vid. Bttxtorf. Grammar. Chald. & Syriac. Ludovicatfdc Dktf 
Gnmtmt. Liag. Oriental, 
b Ap. mlt$n> Proteg. i», Scdt ». 

Tongue 
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Tongue, and the Spanifb from the Arabick% 
will you therefore call ihcTeutonick a Dialed 
of the Perftan, or. the Spanifb of Ar thick? 
The Englifb Tongue has borrow'd multi- 
tudes of Expreffions from the French, muft 
the Englijh Tongue therefore be iUl'd a Dia- 
led only of the French} Thus far I have 
//vttVand difprov'd your Aflcjrtion of the Creek 
language, from the Qeafon and Nature of 
Things. I will now produce the concurrent 
Opinions of Learned Men jagainft you. Jo* 
feph Scaliger d fays, that the Greek, latin, Teu- 
tonick^ and Sclavonick are to be look'd upon 
as four Matrices, or Mother Languages, out of 
ovhich, as from one common Parent, many 
T>iale£l$ or Branches have dcriv'd and fpread 
themfelves.- And he farther defines thofe to 
be properly Matrices, that have no Relation or 
Affinity between them. Here you fee the great 
Phcenix of his Age, who had trae'd the Lan- 
guages with as much Learning, Skill, and 
Judgment as any Man, gives the Title of 
Afatrix xq no left than three Languages be- 
fides the Greek, whereas you would perfuadc 
Us that th? Hebrew $lqne has any claim or 

c Jofafh. Seal. Epift, 118. ad Ifasc. fentanuM. 

d De Unguis Europx. Sunto — quatuor nxc Verba Deus, 
G«*$, Godt, Boge, notse quatuor — Marricum, Latinx, Graeca?, 
Teutonics, Sclavonics. — Lingua s Matrices vocare foffumus* ex 
quibus mult a Diale&i, tanquam propagines JeJuft* funt* Pro- 
pagines qui Jem unius matricis lingud eon\mercio inter fe tliquo 
conjua&x funt : Matricum vero inter fe nulla coguatio e^. 

C 2 preten- 
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pretention to it. Bp. Walton* tells ift ? that 
among the fever al Languages knowh to U$> fomf 
are called by the Learned Cardinal ones, from 
which many others have ffrttng, and multi- 
plied, as i/2 The Hebrew* id. The Greek* &c. 
I could add a third excellent Critick^, but 
thefe two Perfons, I believe, may fatisfy yo» 
and every Reader with refpeft to the genc- 
rality of the Men of Letters, that it was never 
their Opinion, that the Creek Language 
fprang from the Hebrew as a branch from ^ 
Roots Some, I know therfc have been, who 
have freely indiilg'd fhefnfelvcs in that wa^ 
of thinkings, but with too precipitate a 
fondnefs for a Angular Notion, having nq 

d Prolegom. i. SeB. 14. Quaedam inter linguas nobis cogni- 
tas quafi Card.nales, e quibus multx aliae puliullrunt, a Dofti* 
recenfentur. 1 . HebrM undc Chaldaica, five Syriaca, Chapaani- 
tica, Punica, Arabica, — Armena, ^thiopica, & ex parte Per- 
fica. i.Gr&ca, cum variis ejus Diale£i$, tarn auinque yulga 
nctis, quam aliis plurimisj qua? per diver&s Uroes gentefque; 
Grxciae finitimas & per Varias, ubi Graecorum Imperium vigc- 
bat, nationes cxtenia, cum aliis mixta novas linguas produxit. 

f Daniel Heinfius. Prolegom. ad pxercit. fac. p. 30.. Adde 
quod nee Idioma Orientis, ad verbum cum exprimitur, latis 
ipil vel utique aflccuti fiot, vcl utknie, ut oportet, exprcflerint 
Gr&ci. Cum vix dici poult, quam naec, five Diaie&us five Lin- 
gua, a Gr&c'tfmo Ionge abeat nonnunquam: quamquam caJU 
feu wtu avAiAirmnp, ut alibi docuimus, cum Hebratfmo ut & 
Syria/mo Gr&ca quoque Ehrnfis coavepire poffit: qpod in 0mr 
tubus fit Lbtguh. Vt omnino nihil dicant, qui maligne potius 
quam vere hie de re proouncilruat. Cum 8c de Graecifmo 
omnibufque autoribus autiquis Graecis, turn & iftis qui ab illis 
quam longiflime recedunt, return xequiratur hie judicium. 

g Ap. Whiten. Prolegom. 1. Sec), 10. Vatmgam* Obiervat. 
fac. cap. 6. 

other 



ciher argiifoent, probf, or Difcovery for it 
but this, that the Greek Tongue in a long 
ctfurft of Ages, had adopted many words anc| 
expreflions from the Hebrew. Bqrc this is E- 
vidence far from being clear f cogent, and 
convincing; and after what has been faid* 
I (hall venture to declare, that for ought any 
thing You or I pr the MfH of tetters know 
to the Contrary, the Greek Language may be 
erne of thofe ftiany that arofc from the B*r 
^/-Confufion. 

I now paf$ on to conficjer die Latin and 
Qther Languages, 

The Latin Tongue you give as a f^cpnd 
inftance of Languages trae'd tp their Siource 
and Origin by Men of Learning. Still in the 
dark, confys'd, and unintelligible ! Latin as 
it (lands in your Letter, without any Defi- 
nition or Explication, is a word wholly se- 
quivocal and illufive. One would thin£ by 
your way of Expreffion, that there could onr 
ly be one Senfe affix'd to it, whereas it is 
really and certainly capable of four, and up- 
pft thfe clear Diftinftion of the feveral Scnfes, 
depends the Truth of your Aflertionj and 
the Juftnefs of the Argument. You muft 
know, the Latin Language is nicely diftin- 
guilh'd by Criticks intb four Sorts, » the Prif- 
M, the Latina^ tiymaha, and MixtaK The 

h Gefner. in Mithrtdai .p.* f. Ed. 1^. ex VeU Crintt. RelaWm tUt 
quatuor fuifle mid noftras (/. t. Rontons) linguirum propri- 
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ctatcs, hoc eft, Prifcam, Latinam, Roma nam, Mixtam, quod c% 

Varronis Authoritatc Grammatici Veteres tradunt. Prifca eft, 
<p£ vetuftifiirai Itahae populi Tub Jaoo videlicet 6c Saturno re* 
•nbus uii luoc: cujufmodi carmina quaedam incondita, parum- 
«jiie noftris intclle&a adhuc fuperfant: ut Saliorum & Argeo- 
mm facra, de qui bus Varro etiam Terentius meminit. Latina 
rprb, quam Tub Latino & Regibus Tufciae caeteri quidern. Bo* 
yuli in iplb Latio loquebantur: qua 4 tabulx Decern virales fcrip- 
tw font, ac ficrae Leges, 6c publica quaedam edi&a. Rom ana, 
cpiae poft exaclos Reges Romanos populi Qqfta complexa eft» 
JJam 6c hanc ipfam inter Poetas M. Plautus, Na?vius> Accius, 
Kicuvius, Ennius 6c P Virgilius maxim& coluerunt. Ex orato- 
jibus aurem 6c Hiftoricis M. Cato, Sifenna, Quadrigarius, Val. 
Aptias, Caslar, & M. Cicero. Mixta vero, quae au&o lmperia 
Ic Libertate amifsa\ varios populos ac Nationes in jura Civita- 
tis ad mi fit, quo factum eft, ut Romana virtus ac loquendi jux T 
ta iaregritas pafljai ajro rnoribus degeneraret. Gerard 
jfyfru's Pr&f. ad Lib. de Vitus Sermon. Habuit Sermo Lati- 
mus aetatem crefcentem, habuit decrefcentem, habuit inter u- 
tfamq&ie yig9re.n1 futjm, Crefcentem divido in Pueritiam, 6c 
adolefcentiam. Ad priorem refero Saliares Numae Pompilii, ac 
rfmiies hymrros, quos aevo optimo vix Saccrdotes fui intellige- 
fcmt j item leges Regias ac Decern virales; necnon Pontificutn 
Leges & Annalesj ad haec columnam Roftratam Duillii, aliaque 
iis frmifh. Adolcfcentiam aufpicamur a Livio Andronico; 
quem (ecuri inter alios Nasvius, Ennius, Pacuvius, Attius: me* 
lio,rquc his Fortius, Cato, cujus, Librj de R. R,uftic4 perdurarunt: 
cxterorura ftagmenta fblum habemus. Optimi vcid in Adoief- 
ctnti3 h2c Piautus, Tcrentiulqne, Vigorem verd ac maturitateni 
i$ pros! habent Cicero, Carfar, &c. in Carmine Lucretius* Qa- 
tullus, Maro eye. ■■ Pofteaquam vcro Roma prius fubQdo- 

atro, mox fub Gothis fuit: ac a variis Gentibus, quas- Romani 
fcirbaras vocaxunt, miftre difcerptum eft Imperium* Serrir>o- 
rcm Romanum, non jam quad decrepitum, fed dixero mori- 
feundum vcl potius emortuum, magifque cadaveri quam vivo 
fimilem corport. Cangius llluftriff.inPrtf. adGloflar. Lat. Se&. 
a. Latinas Linguas quatuor quidam efle dixerunt, Prifcam, L*- 
tmam, Romanam, Mixtam. Prifcam, qu3 vetuftiflimi Italix Po-; 
puli fub Jano & Saturno funt uli, incondita ut ie habent ca^ 
inina SaUorqm. iMJnAm, deinde, quam fub Latino & Regibus 
Tufcix cxteri in, Latio funt locuti. Romanam , qux poft 
cxa&os Reges'in Populo 'Romano viguit. — — Mixtam de^ 
nique, quae poft Imperium Jatius promotum limul cum mori- 
bus 6c homioibus in^Romanam Civitatcm irrepfit, integritatem- 
que verbi per SoJaec4Cnp5 8c Barbarifinos corruoit. Vtd. et. 

typi- 7 7 °> & fifo ' ' ' *..,.. p^j 
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Triftais that fort of Latin which was antient- 
ly in Ufc among the firft Inhabitants of Italy 
in the Days of Janus and Saturn* before any 
Colonies from Greete had fettlemem there, 
and is call'd by Gerard Vojjius, Primogt- 
nia % or the Primitive Language of Latiufn. 
The Latina, was a £*//» of fomefhing later 
Date, the Language of King Latinus, and the 
People of his Time, in which were eompds'd 
perhaps the famous 12 Tables, the Laws 
and Annals of the High Pficfts, and fomc 
Publick Edi&s, corrupted a little from the 
Primitive, by Greek intermixtures and adul- 
terations. The Roman* Was that which Was 
introdue'd fitft in the Writings of NaviuS, 
£nnius, Pacuvius 9 Attius* and Cato y cultivated 
afterwards with great Improvements by Plau- 
tusj Terence y &c. and brought at laft to the 
higheft Perfe&ion of Purity and Elegance, by 
Lucretius* Catullus, VirgiU Cicero* Cafar t Sal 
luft, Livy, &c. The Mixta> the 4th fort of 
Latin* was that which arofe after the great 
decline and decay both of the- Roman Empire 
and Language, made up of numberlcfs 
Barbarifms and Solecifms from miny Na- 
tions and Languages, and preferring but lit- 
tle Remains of that which is ftil'd Clafjick Latin. 
Now take the Latin Language in either of the 
laft three Senfes, and I will readily allow that it 
has been trae'd to its Origin. Cut what dofes 
it prove t Juft nothing at all againft the Sto- 



ry of Babel. Becaufe tho* Latin according tp 
the three laft Denominations and Kin4s, PW 
?idmit of a certain Date, and Hiftoric^l D<- 
duttion from Men of Letters* yet the firft forfc 
the Antieqt and Primitive Language of It*lf 
and the Parts adjacent, (lands ftill unorigin^te4 
without any particular ^Era, Caufe, and Ap- 
Cftunt fix'd to it. This is imported in tfap 
very name of it Prifca, flgnifying oply ip 
general its fuperipr Antiquity to the others> 
without any particular Mark, Defcripfiotf 
and Character of it 5. and therefore notwiti}- 
ftanding what fome have Obje&ed ! concert*- 
in£ the Latin i. c. the Romany or Latin* b$- 
irig only a derivative and dialed of the Greek, 
the Prifca may ultimately be referred to fh.e 
BabeLebnfufiony without any Impoffibility* A- 
iweronifm or Charge of kvwgmd* 

Haviiig hitherto wrote and Difputed agaiijft 
ycfu as an Adverfary, and (hewn how ex- 
ceeding raw and unexperiencd you are in tl\c 
affair of Languages, and how little qijalify'd 
to argue and determine; upon them, I fliajl 
now alter my Method and Style into th^t 
of a Friend, and endeavour to give you 
fome Knowledge and Infight into thofe 
Matters, by fetting the Difcoveries of Leana- 
ed Linguifts, in their true and proper Light 
from fhort Extra&s out of their own Wri- 
tings. 

i Yitring. Obfervnt, fid Lib. i; Cap. 7, Se&. 1$* 

1 
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. I will therefore in the Sequel confider 
what Languages have been traced to their 0- 
rig**, what have not* and haw far the M*» 
fakk Hiftory is affefted by fuch Deduction* 
It is then very carefully to be ohfervd, 
that whatever Languages, (except the He- 
brew) have been really trae'd to any natural 
Sonne and, Origin by Men of Learning, arc 
fuch as ire properly Modern, and grown in- 
to Ufe in the lattpr Ages only of the World, 
and fubftituted in the Room of others more 
Antient and pure. To begin with the Lan* 
guage of our own Country England. Wet 
learn from many Writers k , that the Englijh 
Language was firft introduced by the $axm 9 
being one Dialed of the Teutonick\ and af- 
terwards adulterated by another Dialed of 
it, the Danijb and Norman. Be it therefore 
allowed that the Englifb Language is trae'd to 
its Origin, and cafily accounted for from 
Heafm t Mutability of Human Things, Rife an4 
fall of States and Kingdoms. But what wilt 
you do with the Original and Primitive Lag* 
guage of Britain? Where will you fix its Birth 
and Source from the time the Ifle was In- 
habited, to the Saxm Conqueft. Here th$ 
Criticks a»d the Men of Learning we wbok 

k Ge/her hfithrtf. f. 9. <$• 13. Scaligcr. de Ling. Europ, 
punt. p. 873. s 

1 Matricis Qodt (Teutonic*) propagincs fire idioinatsi praecfocMt 
fimt tria, Tcutoniiwui, S>xonjfi»u$fc Pmifipus. Serf. ibid. 
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Xj at a Sand. They tell us indeed, that the 
1&7///6 Language was the fame with the T*r- 
ptrtc^, bat the Tmsmc it felf they do not 
trace to its Fountain : AndGerMrJr*JJmsfccms 
to think that the Bririjb as well as the old 
Gallic, Spanijb, and German Tongues fpiang 
originally from Japbet's eldeft Son Gbarr and 
his Pofterity ■. The fame thing may be fcen 
and exemplifi'd in other Languages. The 
Trench, Italian, and Spantjb Tongues, arc very 
well known to be nothing more than Cor- 
ruptions and Mixtures of Latin, Framcic, and 
Celtic 9 . And theft it is true are eaffly trmed 
up to their Scarce and Origin. But as they 
were very late in Exiflcnce, and did but fiic- 
cecd to Languages of higher Antiquity, thole 
that preceded, lie (till cut of our Reach and 
Knowledge, and cannot be trae'd to their 
Fountain, any more than the Head of Nile. 
Thus it is alfo in the fcveral Branches and 
Derivatives of other Primary and Antient 
Languages. Whatever out of thefe have been 
with any clearness and certainty trncd up to 

m Walton. frtUfw i. $.14. 

n Europxx autem Scyiidx terras, Taati traje&o, ocenpannt 
Ororocriii— A Gomero Slos fflioram ( Japhcti) natu man- 
mo, ab flli* irerd Cimbros genus doom, Yulgatior opinio eft. 
Ex hifce kxris qua? dixhmis paulatim fimt proie&i in terns a- 
lias atque alias. Communis rero lingua fmt Scytms 6t Cdtis; 
iwr //, Gtrmtnis, & vtteribm Gsilis, Hiffsmu, Mntmmu. Sed 
hi poftea multum a primogenii receflenmt. IV j£ */ £tf. 4r 
Vn.Strm. 

o Matrix Deus (Latina) peperit Italicam, GaCkam & HUpa- 
mcam. &*///. Iwj£. £*r#f. G0i*r. Ustbrid. p. a/, 49, /7- 

their 
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their Origin ( the Number of which compa- 
ratively is exceeding fmall ) may juftly be c- 
ftcetp'd as of Yefterday, owing their Rife to 
a Series of Ages, and Varieties of Accidents j 
Whereas the Original and Primitive Tongues, 
have buried their Nativity in a numerous 
Train of After- Generations* and are prior 
perhaps . not only to Hiftory , but Letters 
themfelves, it would be tedious and end- 
lefs to transcribe in this place from Gefner % 
Duret) Scaliger, Bochart, Walton and others, a 
particular and accurate account of every fin- 
gle Language. I (hall think it fufficient to 
touch at prefent upon Generals only, and 
give you in a few Hints fubjeft for any ni- 
cer Examination. Let us therefore fuppofe 
it to be (hewn at large, by Men of Learn- 
ing, that the feveral Languages of T>almati* y 
Mufcovy, the Vandali y Croats, of Bohemia, Po- 
lonia t Lithuania and fifty others reckoned up 
by Gefncr, are all Species with fomc Corrup- 
tion of the Sclavonic?. Let us again fuppofe 

p ScUvwcm five Iltyrica, longd per Europam 8c Ajiam fe ex- 
tendens, fub qua Dalmatica, Mujcovitica, Vandalica % Croaticrt,, 
Bohemica, Polonica, Lithuanica, alixquc ejus quail Diale£H. Wal- 
ton. Vroltg. i. §. 14. Haec Matrix five Lingua Boge (i.e. 
Sclavonic*) in multas propagines diffufa eft, Rutenicam, Volom- 
cam, Boimictm, Illyricam, Dalmatic am, Wmduam 8c alius quas 
unufqUiique poteft adjicere. Jofeph, Seal. Ling. Europ. £r.u- 
mcratio alphabetica populorum qui JllyrUa (i.e. Sclav.:ihA) 
lingua utuntur. Abgazari vel Abgazelli qui 8c Gazari circa 
mare Cafpium, JEjlui, Arbenfes, BeJJi, hpd& Bofnenfis vel Bo/ha- 
jienfes, BohtmiyBoruffii, Bulgari, Carni Carmolani, &c. Gtfntr in 
Mahrid. p, tf©, a Q;uis nefcit natam efle ex Sclavonic*, Volonicam 

D % that 
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that tht pre&nt Languages of Germany, tkU 
Hittik Sutvia, PViffphttis, A$tjbri*> Btlgia, Wkk$ % 
VtMtotfk, Sueden, Non#j* and others have 
been all (hewn to be federal fpecies of Ten* 
tonick*. Let us farther fuppofe tht Langua- 
ges of the moft Northern Nations to be Ife. 
verai adulterated branches of the Tmmt or 
Scjthitn r . To pafs fiom E nrtft into <A&» and 
Jfrrca. Let us take it fo* granted mat ttoe 
modern Mgypti** is prcw<i to be a DialeCt 
made tip of Hebrew, Gredk 9 Lathi, JtotUtk and^B* 
ihfopivk*; that the vulgar JEthfapfc^te firftin* 
trodne'd into Common ufe» when the feat <of 
the Kingdom was retnov'd frOWi Axum* « 5 That 
the Modern Perfo is little eife than a jarring 

WmgarKam* Bdhtm\can>> T>*lrtiaticatn, OtttfafcjBt&c. &Mh*r. 
Geogr. Saor. Lib. i. Cap. 15". 

q Teutonic a five Germaniea, unde Germanic* communis, He/* 
war* Ttut<mic& pri&x pro*itrt!a, Smvica, Wtffybalica, Aaflri*. 
€0, Btlgicu per Ilandriam, Brabant'mm, Bataviam, afcafque rc- 
giones diflemmata, & Gambrha, fub qu4 Danicam, SueJicam f 
Normgicam , Angltcttm , GorhtctfM urtmerant. Walton. Ibid. 
Ex Germaniea (i.«. Teutunita) qm ne&rt toatam efle B*lgic*m\ 
Anglican*, Danicam, Norwegicam^e. Bochart. ibid. Scalig. ibid, 

r Tartaric*, quae longe per feptentrionem vagatur, ad quam mul- 
te Europaorum 8c Afiaticorum linguae Shtiquae Hef&ttid*, fi J9b»- 
J&iWwo credendum, ut antiqua Gallic*, Ik Bfkamic*, cujus tdi* 
quids ad hue in 2ft///i manent, Hiftanica antiqua, Tardea &c. 
#*/*». Ibid. 

fQute lingua (fc. JBgfttia) cum fit pwiitus defeta in ifi- 
£#fo primuth per Grans, dehlde per Komanos, poftea per $*• 
r*#>jw &. Ay aits, & pauca fiiperfint TOcabula in ttoixitnentis li- 
\fcrafum, non poteft facile judicati aut aliquid pro comptrto 
•pronunciari <f c Lingua" ( fc. a*tlqtti) Agyptiorum. toibkanJ. 
stp. Dure*, p. 3S0. Bochart. ubi ftpra. 

t Relic^a Axaml tranflatoque in toeditulltum Regni iffiperio, 
tki£ua hfcc noftra {Jmhtoftt* *mhpt* ) m ufe yftigai tflfc de- 

C©ft« 
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tonflux of Gnek, totm, Aratek, Tartaric « && 
What is tbe natural and peeper Condufiott 
from all this i That Men of Learning have 
m fad ttte'd to their Somct and Origin the 
fever d Languages of the World of all Times f 
That they either have or could poflibly ac- 
count for all the Varieties of them from 
Rcafm and Nature , Mat ability if Human affair^ 
rift and fail *f States and Empires ? Impolite 

itit. Etenim familial Z*&** <kficieriie, cum alius Rex ex Srwa\ 
ubi fere Amharick loquuntur, petereturj noanulli etiam ct 
Rupe Amhara ab exilio in Regnutn ad&ifcercntur, Amharicd 
jiale&us in ufurn venit. Nam novus Rex, linguae TJgrenJk 

SGbeez. a\&a) rudrs, afTumptis familiaribus, qui eodem Tecum 
ermone utebaotur, vcroaculam fuam in aulam 2c caftni intacit* 
quae diu ibi & in virinis oris locata, raro in Tigram mdvebantar^ 
turn fecuti flint cseteri Proceres atque magnates ; ut mos eft 
Aulicis, Regis mores imitari ejuique diaie&o uci. SicAmkaric* 
lingua — cum aula 1 & caftris per uoivcrfuia Rcgnum ceu Re- 
gia circumlata, brevi omnibus aliis dialedfcis, ipfique antiqua & 
nobdi no jit a in communl loquendi Ufa pravaluit. Tob.Ludolphir* 
Hift. iEthiop. Lib. i. Cap. if. Walton, troleg. if. §. 6*. 2cfcq. 
u Sciendum eft in Perficd hodierna* magnara ei!e mixturant 
Vocabulorum, ex Gentium varietatc, quae in Verfiam variis wui- 
poribus irrupcrunt, Gracorum, fc. Romanorum, AraJmm, Tut* 
coram, Tartarorum fob Tamtrlane dec. Walton. Prolog. i4. §. t« 
Les Perfes qui font pour le jourd'huy en Perfe font defceodut . 
des Parthes, provenus 2c procedez de iaScythie, ainfiq'a&urenc 
les hiftoriens moderncs* hi langue Pcrfane du jourd* huy a grand 
tours & vogue par la plus grand partie de TAue, 2c a autanC 
de Credit 6c Reputation que la langue Latine en a par toot 
f Occident, eftant icelle langue procedee du mellange 2c com- 
mixtion des langucs Hebraiqm % Chaldaiquo, Syria que, Sartafi- 
nefaue, Arabtfquo, Tttrqutfque, Morojq**, Tartare/que, 2c autre* 
umees par toute l'Afie. Buret, de Ling. Cap. 48. p. 497* 
Zerdufbt feu Zeratujhs icripfit aliquammultos Libros de variif 
fiibje&is, omncs Lingua antiqua in plerifquo Ucis jam obfoleta% 
Thorn. Hyde Vr&f. ad Religion. Vet. Perfi Prxmttto Perfas dt- 
(Haguendos die in Veteres eorumque Sobolem 2c feros nepotes, 
***& in modcrnloresj qu* moderoiorum gens Ht & eorum 

blc, 
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hlc, by all the Violence and Torture ima* 
ginablc ! For how is the great Hiatus and 
Interval I fill'd up between the Rife of the 
Modern and that of Language it felf w i Or 
how is it reafonable to pronounce one Lan- 
guage a branch and root of another* when 
there is no Similitude and Analogy difcern- 
ahle between them? The Learned French 
Nobleman Morntus, and others will teach 

Jbingua* olim ex aliquot aliis conflata eft, partial ex Aliemgenfc 
Saracenis & Tartafis, pnecipuS vero ex ajiquibus Indigents Par* 
this & Medis & vetcribus Perfis ad Ijlemtfmum defcifcentibus* 
fd. Cap. i . Ex voces qux apud Hero dot urn 8c alios de lingual 
terficA feu ParthicA efle dicuntur, revera fiint ex MedicS, vel 
filrem maxima carum pars. Ilia ipfa lingua Medica eft quae ho- 
$$ m Elymaide 8c Media & PartbiA 8c Chora/an ( exceptis qui* 
buiUam locisj jam obtinet, 8c olim cum Medico Imperio ibi 
plantata fuit. Hsecque Medorum Lingua Vetercm Ltnguam 

Perficam reddidit mix tarn* 8c pane obfoletam effect t. Lingua 

Medica ex aliis mixta eft, fc. ex HebrtA, GrtcA, & Teutonic A 
fcu Gothic A.—* — lit haud mirum eft ii ex Parthorum bello curt 
Rom*ms aliquai voces Latin* eriam in Lingua* Part bo-Medic A re* 
periantur, cum etiam Phraates 4. fuos filios Roma cducandos 
mifir. Id. Cap. 3^. 

w Enimvero, quae de Linguarum plurimarum Origine ab 
Hcbraea, vel ah3 huic vicina , 8c fiicceflivo apud Populos prae> 
tipuos 8c pifeeipue per Europam eclebratos ortu — feribuntur, 
ca magna ex parte quidem pro veris aut verifimilihus haberf 
poflunr; fed ty mult a confifiunt in inceftifjimis conjefturis aut 
iraditionibus , fed nihil admodum faciunt contra primum ortuni 
Ttiverfitatis Linguarum in Babel hinc nommata quam Mofes tra- 
didit, 8c quae quoufijue proceflcrit ab initio primo, noftrum 
aon eft detcrminare. Uti fie ex Linguarum Europaarum hodi- 
•rnarum ortu a Latin A, & tranfiatione in varias Afiae, Africaef, 
& Amcricae partes jure nemo coneluferit, nullam aliam Lingua* 
turn varietatem retro obtmu'tjfe, quam qua fie per fae:ulorum 
fepfom introduce fuit occafione diffula; Romanoe Potential. 
Markius Exercitat. Philology 1. %. 1%. 
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you the contrary v . It was obvious enough 
not only to great, but common Capacities* 
that if the Antient and Primitive Language* 
of Europe, Afi* and Africa lay ftill undifco- 

y Ut ratio ad primum aliquem borainem nos deduxit, ita & 
ad unam aliquam primam linguam nos eadem deducat oporttfc 
&c. Et hanc quidem temporis progreflu multipliciter knmu* 
tatam fuifle fiifpicari quis poflet, ft dialeclo tantum dijferrerft, 
Sed mult as l/nguas ejfe nemo ignorat, quarum radices omnino Jt* 
verfd funt, & qua nil frorfus commune babent, nifi paucula fed** 
te verba, una cum feregrinis mercibus commeantia &c» Super* 
eft. ut qui colonias in variis Orbis partes duxerunt, illas conful- 
to excogit&rint. At qui Vanitas! & quae aetas in earn rem 
fufficiat? Et quid inde coramodi aut inventores aut cotnite* 
fperarc poflint? Imo quis calamitatem & cladem publican* eflfe 
non videat? non fcientiam, fed ignorantiara, non voluptateih 
fibi, led pofteris torraentum? Ergo di&at nobis hie Ratio* 
quod Scriptura dicit, ab initio unam folummodo linguam fuifte, & 
ab hominibus non linguas certe d'rvifas multiflicatafve, fed a ItQ* 
guts Homines. Morngus ap. Joan. Marckium Exercir. Philoktik 
l. §. aii 

TJnde tot tinguarum Var'tetas per Orbem Terrarum* ft non 2>i% 
*vma immifponet Praeadamita nelcio unde derivet lermonum 
diverfitatcm. Scio illud, nee unam quidem Lingua A* product 
poflb conjunQis Sapientum confiliis, nee unquam fa&am /efle* 
Poflfunt libi fingere voces multas diverfas ut nc intclligantur* 
ied linguam totd ratione fuaque plenitudinc aliam nulla hott}p» 
num fapientia genucrit. Haec auidem natura linguarum eft, ift 
facile habitum mutent. — Sed aliud eft efflorefcere alt* vocmbuu\ 
aliud lingua genium univerfum intercidere. Linguam poflc in- 
terirc fateraur, fed miftionibus gentium & longo foeculorum Utfh 
{u, qui tamen radices relinquit, etfi comam ramofque 8c Grtm^ 
maticam mutet, uti factum in Lingua 1 Gallica), Italic^ Htfranh 
cd, quae de radice Latind > fuccisa j)l£ primsl Romahi vetcrifqpe 
Sermonis Arbore, propulluUrunt. Linguam igitur deleri, & ft- 
nitus novam enafci non eveniat annorum millibus, nifi indox** 
ris pcregrinitatem ab alio Serinone. Sic autem opprimitur po* 
tius, quam artatis fuse fenio & vitio emoritur. Adeo dixeris ill$s 
qua bodie extent fermnum diverfitates ejr differ entias ejfe mixtu- 
res tfrfarragines illarum Linguarum quas Babylon e Deus hemi* 
nibut immifit. Schotanus ap. cund. ibid. §. ^4, Vi^. et* 
Vooton ConfuC Babel. 

ver'd, 
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vcr dt without any natural Source or Origin a£ 
fign'd them by Men of Letter^ the Scripture* 
ftiftory could not poffibly fuffer the kaft lav 
putation or Prejudice from tracing the mo* 
-dern Derivatives, Diale&s, and Branches, the 
genuine Offspring of length of Time, and 
ihe Mutability of Human affairs. And that 
this is really the Cafe, we have ample afftir- 
?nce from the tacit and exprefs Confeffion 
pf Linguifts and Crlticka. Who is there 
jtsnong them of Note and Chara&er that 
offers and pretends to trace with Demon* 
fratio» {as you term it) the Teutonic^ Tat- 
faricky ScU<vmiek> Greek* (which are caii'd 
Matrices or Mother-Languages *) to any o 
$her Source hut that of Babel? Who is 
fiiere, that tells us the Antient and Original 
^Languages of JE^fft and Africa) Who has 
fver deduced the Natural Caufc and Hiftory 
pf the Perjian and the Chine fe) Or what wa$ 
the Language of Carthage before the Phoenicia 
<fc* was there introdue'd by Phoenician Colonics \ 
To fay nothing of thofe mention d in the 
Mis of the Afofiles Ch. 3. v. 9. (fr fcq. From 
hence you may fee one evident Reafon why 
Men of Letters in tracing the Origin of Lan- 
guages* have feldom thought it necejfary to run 
back t* BabeL Be caufc the Language whofe 
Origin has really been traedby the Men of Let* 
ters, had no Exiftcncc till hundreds not to fay 

S Hkhcji* Pro/^g-. 1. fofifb. Scnlig. Lw£ E»rof. 

, . / thoufands 
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thoufands of Years after the building that 
Tower. For what a ridiculous Figure would 
Gefner or Scaliger or Bochart have made in 
Chronology, and Critique, if they had refer'd 
the French* Italian, Englijh and many other 
Tongues to the Babel-Confufion ! As on the 
other fide, what arrant Triflers and Children in 
Reafon mud* they have neceflarily appear'd, if 
becaufe they had found fome Languages, tak- 
ing their Rife from natural Caufes 4 or 5 
hundred Years ago, they had argu'd againft 
any miraculous Variety of Languages at the 
Diftance of + or 5 thoufand ! I am almoft 
weary of explaining a Thing fo Clear and 
Palpable. I will therefore add but one word 
or two more on this Head, in Relation t& 
the Hebrew. You fcem to think that becaufe 
*hc H<rfo?M> has been prov'd by manyAntient$ 
and Moderns, to have been the firft and 
common Language of Mankind, it has alfo 
been prov'd, that all Other Languages are to 
be look'd upon only as fo rtiany natural Di- 
ale&s or Branches of it. Bat this is a great 
Errors (and I have in part confuted it be- 
fore) For your Inference is not fnpported 
either by Anticnts or Moderns* You quote 
St. Jerofn in his Comment on Sophoniah for 
^our Opinion, but Utterly miftake his mean- 
ing. He did not intend to infinuate any 
doubt of the Babel-Confufion (for that 
tyould diri&ly tontradift what he fays onf 

B a>icth«i 
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another occafion*) but the Senfe of the Plf- 
fage is only, that as the Hebrew is Prior to 
all other Languages, fo many Hebrew words 
have pafs'd out of that into, other Tongues. 
And thus He explains himfelf in his Com- 
ment on lfaiah\ And thus he is undef- 
ftood, and interpreted by Pererius and Bo- 
chart*. As to the Moderns, it cannot in- 
deed be denied, that many of them have en- 
deavour d to prove that the Hebrew was the 
firjl and common Language of all. But I will 
venture to affirm, that you canqot produce 
any fingle Modern of confiderable Chara&er 
and Learning, that ever endeavour d to prove 9 
that in Procefs of Time, through the Caufes *- 
hove hinted at, i.e. purely natural Caufes f 
all other Languages fprang out of it as no* 
tural/y as many fhoots from the fame Root* 

z Tradit. Hebraic a in Genef. 10. Nemrod, Filius Chus an> 



puit infuctam primus in populo Tyrannidem, regnavitque in 
Baby I one, qufc at> eo quod ibi confute fmt Lingua Turrim aedifi- 
cantium Babel appellata eft. Babel enim interpretatur confufb. 
•Heber, a quo Hebrsi, vaticinio quodam filia fuo PhaUg 
nomen impofuit,, qui interpretatur, Divifio, ab eo quod in di- 
ebus ejus Lingua in Babylone Jtvif* funt. 

a Omnium pene Linguarum verbis utuntur Hebrati. Comm. m 
Jfa. Lib. 3. Cap. 7. 

b Pererius in Genef. Lib. 16*. Ha&cnus ex Auguftino. Cu- 
jus Opinionis fiimma eft, Hebraam Linguam fuifle primam 
omnium, eaque ufum efle omne Genus Hominum ante aedirt- 
cationem turris Babel. ■— Eadem eft B. Hieronymi fententia , is 
enim fuper tertium caput Sophonia, 8cc. Bochart. Geogr. Sacf. 
Lib 1. Cap. if. Communis ilia omnium hominum lingua 
qualis fuerit, his veYbis docet Hierofolymhanus Interpres <$>*. — 
Sic H'terenymns in SophonU Cap. 3, afferit Linguam Hebraicata 
9 mm am Linguarum ejfe Matrkem. 

many 
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many branches from the fame Stock. I can ea- 
iily guefs at the Caufe of your miftake* 
You perhaps might have feen fome Learned 
Moderns deriving other Languages in fomc 
meafure from the Hebrew \ this I know to 
have been done by feveral, from Buxtor/% 
Bp. Walton*-, and others. But they did 
not derive them from the Hebrew by natu- 
ral Caufes, or in Procefs of Time, excluding 
all Intervention of the Divinity, for they all 
believ'd and followed the Scripture Hirtory, 
as I have (hewn you before. Thofe words 
of yours therefore are added without any 
ground or Foundation, and fpeak at random 
nothing but Fancy and Fi&ion. And befides 
this the mod judicious Bp. Walton, deferved- 
ly Cenfures them for going fo far in this 
fort of Derivation as they did. For the whole 
ground and ftrength of their Argument, was 
the Appearance of many Hebrew words in 
Other Languages, whereas the fame thing 
happens in almoft all forts of Languages with 
regard to one another. There being hardly 
any one Language known , that does not 
borrow great numbers of Words from others, 
as well as from the Hebrew*. While I was 

c Buxtorf. Dijf. i. p. 6f. 

d Walton. VroUg. 3. §8. Proleg. 1. 5. 10. 

f Statuendum eft non omnes Linguas ex Hebraic! qrtas eflfc, 
ita ut reliquae ejus tan turn tint Diale&i, prouc multi opinantur, 
qui omnes Linguas ad Hebraic as Origines revocare ftudent. 
JLft quidem Htbr&a omnium antiquiflimaj ejufque Reliant* 

E 2 Wfitipg 
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writing this, I met with Dr. Wboton's Differ* 
tation on this very Subjed, I read it over. 
with a great deal of Plcafiire and with equal 
iatisfa&ion* to find fo curious a Critick 
agreeing with me in every Article, where 
we both had touch'd upon the fame point, 
It may pofllbly be imagined that what he relate* 
of Mr. Lederc, Mr. Jleland, and fome others, 
is a ftrong Confirmation of what you had 
fuggefted, that the Jlory of Babel, had not made 
any great Imprefjion on Men of Letters. He 
tdls us indeed f , that fever al very good anil 
religious, as well as very Learned and Ingenious 
Men, had thought that the only Ad of God 
in the Babel- Confufion was the making the 
Workmen quarrel 5 and thereby inducing them tq 
part, and fo leave their Work unfinijh'd. But 
yet, you ice, fomc A61 of God they all ap- 
pear to have believ'd in that extraordinary 

quardam in omnibus fere Linguis reperiuntur ,• qusedam etiam 
Linguae magnam cum Hebrtd affinitatem habent, pracfertim 
quae Babyloni viciniores, ut de Chaldaicd, Arabic A, SyrjqcJ* J£- 
thioficd & aliis videmus, unde ejus Filiae & diale&i improprie* 
dici pofluntj propria tamen & ftrift£ loquendo, linguae funt 
diverge, quarum qui unam caller, alteram forte non inttUigir. 
— 'Mult a fane Verba funt in Mverfis Linguis, quae eundem fo^ 
sum, imd 8c figriificationem habent, non tamen ejufdem funt 
Originis, nee Linguarum una ab altera derivatur. Similitude* 
enim haec Vocum quarundam Cafii acciderc poteft, prout mul- 
ti funt vultu fimiles, non tamen ab iis prognati quorum vultus 
referunt; & nulla fere* eft Lingua* qua ex aliis verba quadam 
non fit mutnata* excommercio mutuo, coloniis novis, aliifque 
Cauiis. Hoc itaque fixum fit, varias & revera diveffas fuiffe 
Unguas prtfhAvas non Vr'ima Dialeftos. Prolcg. 1. §• 10. 
f Pa g- *> 7. ' 

Evcflt, 
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Event, agreeably to the facred Text, and 
looted upon it to be equally the work of God, 
whether they quarreWd with one another by his 
Command^ or farted for want of under/landing 
one another s Speech. They like Men of Judg- 
ment and Underftanding, knew very well 
the juft and proper Extent of their own 
Knowledge, and found no manner of Diffi- 
culty in reconciling whatever Difcoverics 
they made either probable or certain, with 
facred Hiftory. So that your fallacious Infi- 
nuation, that any Men of Letters had reject- 
ed the whole flory of Babel as recorded in 
Penefisf is without the lead Countenance 
from any Quarter. It is faying and infer- 
ring more than was ever thought or dreamt 
of, by the T^ttcers of Languages, they being 
Men of Religious Principles foundpd on 
Rcafon, Learning, and Truth, that had ftu- 
fdied themfelves into the jufteft Abhorrencp 
and Contempt of all Profanenefs, Impiety, 
and Free-thinking. The only account that I 
caji poflibly give of your grofs Mifreprefen- 
tation of them, is from your not diftin- 
guiftiing between Scripture itfelf and one 
certain Interpretation of it. As to Scripture, 
there is not a finglc Verfe, Word, or Syll$ T 
ble in the nth Chapter of Genefis, relating 
to the Babel- Confufion, whofe divine Au- 
thority was ever Difputed by the Tracers of 
Languages. J he only thing in Difpute and 

Con* 
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Controverfy among them, was the proper 
Senfe and meaning, nsw Sapha Lip or Lan- 
guage, rfrxi Nabela let us confound, & Vn ba- 
l£l confounded \ were ever allow'd to be of 
facred Original, however the Men of Letters 
were divided in their different interpretati- 
ons of thofe words. And you may with 
equal propriety of thought and Expreflion, 
foggeft and pronounce other Paflagcs innu- 
merable in both Old and New Teftamentj 
fufpeftcd, uncertain, precarious, and making but 
little imprejjhn on Men of Learning, becaufe 
their Obfcurity and Ambiguity has fo much 
divided the Men of Learning in their Opi- 
nions about them. 

The whole of what has been faid, may 
receive fo much Light and Confirmation 
from the late very Learned and judicious 
Compilers of Univerfal Hiftory, that I need 
not (cruple inferring the following Paflage 
from them. 

Tloe /peaking one common language {though if 
might be of advantage to mankind in other re- 
fpefis) yet being the great obftacle to that divi- 
Jion of them into diftinil nations which God had 
for mo ft wife purpofes refolved on, he thought 
fit to break' this bond which held them fo ftrict- 
ly together, and confound their language* that 
they fbould not under [I and one another s fpeech$ 
the natural confequencc of which was that they 
%we featteyed abroad upon the fafe of all $& 

earth. 
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earth. This* event is mentioned by profnne hifto- 
rians, who write that mankind ufed one" and the 
fame language till the overthrow of the tower 
of Babylon 5 ** which time a multiplicity <f 
tongues was introduced by the gods: whereupon 
wars enfued* and thofe whofe Jpeech happened tw 
be intelligible to each other, joined company, and 
feized fuch countries as they chanced to light 
upon. 

As to the degree of this Babylonifh confufi- 
€n 9 and the manner wherein it was ejfeffed, 
there is great drverfty of fentiments. Several 
learned Men, prepojfejfed with an opinion that 
all the different idioms now in the world did at 
firfi arife from one original language* to which 
they may be reduced, and that the variety which 
we find among them is no more than mufi natu- 
rally have happened in fo long a courfe of time* 
fuppofing a bare feparation of the builders of Bit? 
bel, have been induced to believe that there were 
. no new languages formed at the confufion* but 
that the mojt that was done was only to fet thofe 
builders at variance* by creating a mifunder- 
ft an ding among them. This feme think to have 
been effetted without any immediate influence an 
their language* which feems contrary to the words 
and- obvious intent of the f acred hiflorian : others 
have imagined it brought about by a temporary 
eonfufton of their fpeech, or rather of their ap- 
prehen(ions 7 caufmg them, while they continued 
together ; though they fpake the fame lattgmge, 
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yet to underjland the words differently. A third 
opinion is, that a variety of inflexions was in- 
troduced, and perhaps fome new words, which 
difturbed and perverted the former manner of 
expreffion : and this might occajion different 
dialects, yet could not create new languages. 
%ut none of thefe explications feem fully to an* 
fwer the apparent defign of Mofes, which was 
not only to inform us how mankind were at JSrfi 
difperfed and broken into fo many different na- 
tions , but to account for the diverjity of their 
languages^ a thing very difficult, if not impofli- 
ble to dot without having recourfe to fome ex- 
traordinary inter pofition of the divine power. For 
though time, inter courfe with foreign nations, 
commerce, the invention and improvement of 
arts and fciences, and the difference of climates 
caufe very con fider able alterations m languages, 
yet the uttnojt effect we can imagine them tit 
have will not come up to the queftion. We 
cannot conceive a language (an thereby be fo 
much disfigured, that all the general marks and 
char aSieri flics fhould dij appear. It is not eafy 
Io apprehend how all the words of a language 
fbotdd be intirely changed for others $ nor is there 
any one inflame to be given of any fuch total 
change : but it is next to impoffble to conceive 
that lb great a diverfity as we find in the frame 
and confutation of languages, wherein the 
grand and eflcntial differences between therrf 
coftfiftjiathc? than in the words which compote 

theory 
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theitij (« «wj be obferved in the accounts we 
Jball hereafter give of the fever al languages of 
"which we have any knowledge) colild ever have 
been occasioned by the cauf es afligned above* 
The pre font diverfityof tongues in the world is pro* 
digious 5 *nd eonftdering the time that has clap* 
fed fince the building of Babel, and the altera- 
tions made in fome known languages in the courfe 
of one, two i and three thou/and Tears, ( which 
alterations we conflantly find greater or lefs im 
proportion to the inter courfe the nation has had 
with foreigners ) and conjidering that there are 
many tongues, which when compared with others 
have mi the kaft affinity, fo that a tmn muft 
be the greateft vifionary in the* world to imagine 
them the offspring of the fame parent, itfeems 
to us that the variety of idioms now fpoken can 
be no way pojfibly accounted for, without either 
approving the preadafnite fyflem, or allowing a 
prmathn of new language* at Babel. A very 
learned man, who warmly efpoufes the notion of 
deducing all languages from one, is yet fo fenfi- 
tie that exceptions muft be made, that he himfelf 
excludes the Languages ^America and of the 
Indian ijlands out of the Number-, adding, that 
fome have thence rafkly imagined, that the Men 
who fpeak thofe tongues are of a diftintt /pedes* 
and not the defendants of Adam : which con- 
iejfion is enough to overthrow the hypothecs he 
would maintain. 

Some learned men however have endeavoured 
1 F to 
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to derive all languages in general from the He- 
brew, which they imagine to be the parent of 
all others. That they fbould fucceed very well 
in finding a great conformity between that and 
the other oriental tongues is no wonder, fmce they 
are manifeftly fprung from one common original ; 
though it be difficult, if not impoffible, to dijlin* 
guijh the mother from the daughters. That they 
have alfo given tolerable fatisfaftion in deducing 
from the fame tongue feveral words not only in 
the Greek and Latin, but infome other Euro- 
pean languages, is not matter of much furprize t 
confidering the great intercourfe feveral nations 
of our continent had with the Phoenicians* 
who fc 'mother tongue was the Hebrew. But 
when thefe Writers venture out of their depth, 
and pretend to deduce the more remote langua- 
ges from the fame fountain, they only flew 
their ignorance, and make themfelves ridicu- 
lous to all who have but a moderate skill in 
thofe tonguess/Sr a proof of which we could produce 
a multitude of examples from a celebrated and labo- 
rious work of that kind. As to the peculiar ex- 
cellencies found in the Hebrew tongue by fome k 
of its patrons, and which they imagine to be 
an additional proof of the jujlnefs of its preten- 
fions* we may fay fomething hereafter, when &t 
come to give an account of this language. 

Upon the whole y we think we may reafonably 
conclude, tvith a very learned perfon whofe fen- 
i'ments m this head we entirely approve, that 

Hp*# 



REMARKS. 43 

%pon the confufion of Babel there were new lan- 
guages framed $ which languages have been the 
roots and originals from which the fever al dia- 
led l s that are, or have been, or will be fpoken 
as long as this earth Jhall lafi have arifen 9 ap4 
to which they may with eafe be reduced. 

In what manner thefe new languages were 
formed is a quefion hard to be determined $ it 
feems by the Mofaical account, which is fo fo* 
lemn^ and reprefents God as coming down in 
perfon to view the work of thefe builders, thaf 
tt was the immediate aft of G0D5 and feme 
have thence concluded, that he effetted it by inr 
ductng an oblivion of their former tongue^ and in- 
Jtantaneoufly infufmg others into their minds, acr 
cording to their fever al nations. The Jews *- 
magine this was done by the minifry of Angels, 
feventy of whom defcended with God, and were 
each of them fet over a nation to which they 
taught a peculiar Language 5 but Ifrael fell to 
the lot of his own inheritance, the Lord's por- 
tion being his People, and therefore, they fay % 
they retained the primitive tongue. Others have 
fuppofed, that God did no more than caufe them 
to forget their firjl language* leaving them ta 
form new ones 4s they could', but this mufl have 
taken up fome time% and could not anfwer the 
immediate occafions of mankind. As it would be 
to little purpofe to enquire fo curioujh into this 
matter, as fome haw* do7se, the bejtwe can da 
p tocdnckdej that it was effe&ed injlantly, in a 
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